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Abstract
© 2020 Hydrogen Energy Publications LLC The efficient fuel mixing in the combustion tank enhances the
overall performance of scramjet. Current attempt examines the existence of the strut on the fuel mixing
of the multi hydrogen jets at supersonic flow. The numerical approach was employed to visualize the 3D
flow behind the strut with multi fuel-jets. The free-stream Mach is 2.2, and four multi jets released
hydrogen inside the combustor with the sonic condition. The impact of jet arrangements and the total
pressure ratio on the mixing effect of the strut is fully described. Our results indicate that fuel mixing and
penetration improved due to the formation of the large subsonic region behind the strut. According to
achieved results, the increasing jet space from 1Dj to 5Dj raises the overall mixing to 15% in our proposed
model.
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The performance of this supersonic engine is directly associated with the fuel injection
technique. Therefore, the injection of fuel highly developed in the scramjet engine, and
numerous methods of injection are examined to achieve a well-organized technique [6, 7, and 8].
Several injection systems and methods have been introduced according to the operating
condition of the scramjet engine and flight speed [9, 10]. Cavity flameholder, strut injection, step
injection, ramp injection, porthole cross injection, and film injection are investigated to disclose
the main practical terms and conditions for advance of the scramjet unit.
In the film injection system, the fuel jet is released parallel to the free stream while the fuel
injection is perpendicular to the free stream direction in porthole injection [11, 12, and 13]. In the
former technique, the fuel mixing zone remains close to the bottom while the height of fuel
penetration in the cross-jet system is more because of the jet direction to the mainstream.
Meanwhile, the jet interaction with the free stream is considerably higher in the cross jet while it
also decreases the mainstream flow momentum due to interactions of fuel [14, 15]. The main
issue for the crossflow jet is a low resident time of the fuel inside the combustor, as well as its
complex interaction with free airflow. Although this method has some issues, it is more
proficient than other techniques.
The application of the CFD method considerably helps scientists to develop this technique in
diverse situations [16, 17, and 18]. In fact, the interface of the hydrogen jet with high Mach
hardly discernible in the experimental schlieren technique and shock formation analysis is also
required to study and discover the main characteristics of the fuel jet flow. The computational
approach reveals more details on fuel penetration and distribution with low cost [19, 20]. Due to
these advantages, most of the new idea is initially developed and examined via CFD method to
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reveal its effects and then, experimental examinations are conducted to ensure about the CFD
results [21, 22].
The computational simulations of Pudsey et al. [23, 24] reveals significant results on the
mixing performance of the multi cross-jets. Their comparison shows that the multi-jet fuel
injection is superior to a single jet with equal fuel mass flow rate. The application of multi-jets
for the mixing of the fuel was widely investigated in different fuel jet configurations such as
cavity flameholder, strut, and backward step condition [25, 26, 27, and 28]. According to these
studies, the fuel distribution and mixing zone are larger and homogeny. These records also
indicate that the position and direction of the multi jets could significantly enhance the
performance of this arrangement. Meanwhile, a combination of different techniques, i.e., shock
generator and upstream sinusoidal surface also improves the mixing zone inside the combustor.
It is also found that the strut technique enhances the mixing of the fuel jet via the preparation of
the low-pressure subsonic region behind the strut.
Since multi-jet configuration offers an efficient mixing zone with a stable condition, the
application of the strut in upstream of multi-jet arrangements could enlarge the mixing zone and
fuel penetration inside the combustion chamber. According to this, Fig. 1 presents the
configuration of the suggested model for the injection of the four multi-jets at supersonic flow. In
this model, the strut is applied in the upstream of the multi-jets, and this induces compression
shock, which deflects the free stream.
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Fig. 1 Current suggested model for better mixing
As shown in Fig. 1, fuel jet expands in the downstream, and this permits the jet to scatter in
the upward direction. In this exploration, computational simulations are done to unveil the
existence of strut in left side of the multi fuel-jets at supersonic crossflow. In this configuration,
the power of fuel jet pressure and jet space on the mixing efficiency of the fuel jet is fully
investigated. The flow organization of the jet in the existence of the upstream strut is
demonstrated via 3-D computational simulations. The mixing zone and fuel spreading are also
described in these articles.

2. Main equations and Computational approach
The simulation of the supersonic compressible flow inside the combustion chamber was done
in the previous research articles [29-36]. RANS equations have been selected for the modeling of
the multi hydrogen jet at the supersonic air stream. The energy equation is also solved
concurrently due to the existence of the shock in our selected model [37-42]. Since hydrogen gas
is injected in crossflow air stream, the species transport equation is also considered for the
second gas (hydrogen). Besides, the jet interaction results in the formation of the wake, and
fluctuation of the velocity is not stable in our model; the SST approach was employed for the
4

computational modelling of the suggested model. This model is used for the highly compressible
flow with a sever velocity gradient, such as supersonic internal flow [43-51]. The 2nd -order
upwind technique was also employed for the discretization of the main governing equations.

Fig. 2 Description of domain and boundaries
For the computational study of the selected model, the applied strut model by Freeborn et al.
[52] are chosen for our computational investigations. As shown in Fig. 2, the supersonic air
stream is applied with Ma=2 at the inlet, and the jet injector is located behind the strut. As
demonstrated in this figure, 4 multi-jets with d=0.5 mm is chosen as an equivalent of a single jet
with d=1mm. The height and length of the strut is defined to obtain the strut angle of 30o. The
pressure of the jets is determined as the ratio of the free stream total pressure. In current research,
two total pressure ratios of PR=0.27 and PR=0.5 are investigated. Two gaps of the jets 1Dj and
5Dj are chosen for this research, where Dj is the diameter of the fuel injectors. The hydrogen is
injected with sonic velocity through the nozzles. The symmetry condition is applied in both sides
of the model since half of the domain is chosen for the reduction of the computational time.
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Fig. 3 Produced structure grid
The grid production for the selected model is also performed as the main step for the CFD
modeling. As demonstrated in Fig 3, the high-quality hexahedral structured grid is produced for
our selected model. For the grid production, the size of mesh is low at injectors since the velocity
of the fuel is high, and the jet interactions with the free stream are substantial. In fact, the
gradient of the pressure and velocity in the back of the strut is excessively high, and this requires
a sufficient grid with a reasonable aspect ratio to evade any numerical errors and round off.
Besides, four meshes are produced to approve the grid independence of the achieved outputs.
Table 1 presents the average hydrogen mass fraction at the plane 40 mm downstream of the strut.
It is found that increasing grid cells more than a fine grid with 3632000 cells does not change the
value of hydrogen concentration in the selected plane downstream of multi-fuel jets.
Table 1. Grid independency
Num. of cells
Average Hydrogen mass fraction
Coarse grid

1932000

0.214

Medium grid

2844000

0.223
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Fine grid

3632000

0.228

Very fine grid

4222000

0.231

The free stream velocity and pressure are chosen as initial conditions for our computational
investigations. The CFL number is 0.1 for the first iterations, and then it increases up to 1.5 when
the residual of the velocity and pressure converge to low values. The convergence is obtained
when the average hydrogen concentration becomes stable in at least two planes in downstream of
the jet.
3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Testing the accuracy
Testing the accuracy of computational technique and achieved outputs is vital for numerical
investigations. Therefore, the penetration rate of the single fuel jet is compared with other
empirical data of Povinelli, Rogers, and McClinton [28, 29]. According to comparison, the
deviation of our numerical fuel jet penetration is within the range of other experimental studies,
and it confirms that our CFD method is reliable and usable.
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Fig. 4 Validations
3.2. Flow Analysis
Figure 5 demonstrates the 3-D flow style of the multi hydrogen jets in the existence of the
upstream strut at M>1. The figure demonstrates fuel jet distribution and structures the two jet
pressure ratio of 0.27 and 0.5. The 3-D contour clearly demonstrates that the jet moves upward in
the back of strut until the edge of the strut. As the hydrogen jet encounters the free stream flow,
the fuel jets turn downstream. In the low jet pressure of 0.27, the fuel jet directs downstream
because PR is not high, and its interaction with the free stream is limited. As the jet pressure is
increased to 0.5, the vortex feature within the jet augments, and this intensifies the jet
interactions with the free stream in the top edge of the strut. Hence, the flow stream becomes
swirl in this region, and the mixing zone expands efficiently in downstream.
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Fig. 5 Showing the difference of multi-fuel jet in the existence of the upstream strut in two jet
pressure of 0.27 and 0.5

To notice the effects of strut, the contour of the multi-fuel jets without strut was
demonstrated in Fig. 6. The comparison of the fuel jet at a jet pressure of PR=0.27 for model
with/without strut confirms that jet height in the existence of the strut is highly more than
conventional multi cross-jets, and mentioned characteristic would leads to high mixing rate in the
downstream. The structure of the jet stream for strut model demonstrates that the power of the
vortices augments in the gap of the jets and this increase the span wise distribution of the fuel jet.
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Fig. 6 Concentration of hydrogen when M>1
Fig. 7 compares the mixing zone on the jet plane for these two jet pressures ratios of 0.27 and
0.5. It is clear that mixing zone behind the strut does not change substantially. Indeed, the mixing
region becomes more enriched due to the high mass fuel rate. It is found that fuel concentration
increases behind the strut by elevation of the fuel jet total pressure.
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Fig. 7 Fuel mixing zone in the jet plane

3.3. Jet space effects
Since the jet spaces could enhance the mixing efficiency in our model, Fig. 8 depicted the
Mach contour on the model with jet spaces of 1Dj and 5Dj. The streamline patterns are also
demonstrated in this figure to compares the main difference between these two models. The
results of Mach contour confirms that the subsonic region is produced in the space of the jets. As
the jet spaces is increased to 5Dj, this subsonic region expands, and small vortices are generated
in these spaces. Besides, strength of the vortices increases in high gap distance.

Fig. 8 effects of jet spaces on the Mach contour of multi-fuel jets
The temperature distribution on a jet plane for these two models is exhibited in Fig. 9. The
achieved outputs indicate that the fuel jet expansion results in the reduction of the temperature
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through the region, while the temperature inside the gap is high due to the formation of vortices.
Increasing the gap space enlarges the temperature region.

Fig. 9 Effects of jet spaces on the temperature distribution behind the strut

3.4. Mixing efficiency of multi-jet with strut
The primary goal for the usage of the strut in the upstream is to increase the mixing
performance of the fuel jets within the tank. The formula for the calculation of the mixing was
presented by Lee [53] and it is presented as follows:

mix
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with

YHst2

introduced as the stoichiometric hydrogen fraction. The mixing performance of the

model with two PR is illustrated in Fig. 10. It is proved that the mixing increases up to 50% in
the initial jets while the mixing performance in the downstream is the same for a model
with/without strut. Indeed, the main influence of the strut is in the vicinity of strut due to the
formation of the wake behind the strut.

Fig. 10 Comparison of the fuel mixing in right side of jet
Fig. 11 depicts the mixing efficiency for the two-gap spaces of 1Dj and 5Dj at PR=0.27. The
comparison of these two gaps demonstrates that augmenting the jet space declines the mixing
performance in the arounf of the strut. However, the fuel mixing augments in the downstream
due to the intensification of vortices within the gap. As shown in the figure, the mixing
efficiency decreases up to 19% at 10 mm downstream of the first jet while mixing efficiency
raises more than 22 % in the far distance (70 mm in downstream of the first fuel jet).
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Fig. 11 Effects of jet spaces on fuel mixing in right side of multi jets with strut

4. Conclusion
Current paper presents the role of the strut on the upstream of the multi fuel-jets at the supersonic
air stream. To do this, CFD tool was employed to simulate the hydrogen jet stream when free
stream air with Mach=2 flows inside the domain. The influences of the jet pressure and jet space
on the fuel diffusion in downstream are comprehensively investigated. Current article applied the
CFD approach for the analysis of the jet feature in the existence of the upstream strut. The Mach
contour and mixing zone are compared in the downstream of the multi jets. Our outputs indicated
the following results:
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The presence of upstream strut enhances the normal diffusion of the fuel. In fact, the
wake behind the strut allows the jets to penetrate in the upward direction.



Jet pressure does not change the mixing zone since the most portion of the fuel could
spread in an upward direction.



The influence of the jet spaces reveals that the increasing jet space from 1Dj to 5Dj raises
the overall mixing of the hydrogen jet to 15 % in our proposed model.

Acknowledgement: The above article is partially supported by NSFC (No. 51775546 and
51979261), Fundamental Research Funds for Central Universities (No. 201941008), Australia
ARC DECRA (No. DE190100931), Fujian Province Natural Science Foundation (No.
2018J01506) and the Priority Academic Program Development of Jiangsu Higher Education
Institutions.
References
1. Wang, Zhen-guo, Ming-bo Sun, Hong-bo Wang, Jiang-fei Yu, Jian-han Liang, and Feng-chen
Zhuang. "Mixing-related low frequency oscillation of combustion in an ethylene-fueled
supersonic combustor." Proceedings of the Combustion Institute 35, no. 2 (2015): 2137-2144.
2. Wei Huang, Lang-quan Li, Xiao-qian Chen, Li Yan, Parametric effect on the flow and mixing
properties of transverse gaseous injection flow fields with streamwise slot: A numerical study,
International Journal of Hydrogen Energy, Volume 42, Issue 2, 2017,Pages 1252-1263
3. Lang-quan Li, Wei Huang, Li Yan, Zhen-tao Zhao, Lei Liao, Mixing enhancement and
penetration improvement induced by pulsed gaseous jet and a vortex generator in supersonic
flows, International Journal of Hydrogen Energy, Volume 42, Issue 30,2017,Pages 1931819330,
4. Yeping Peng, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, M. Sheikholeslami, Ahmad Shafee, R. Moradi, Mixing
enhancement of the multi hydrogen fuel jets by the backward step, Energy,2020, 117859
5. Wang, Hongbo, Zhenguo Wang, Mingbo Sun, and Haiyan Wu. "Combustion modes of hydrogen
jet combustion in a cavity-based supersonic combustor." International journal of hydrogen energy
38, no. 27 (2013): 12078-12089.
6. Huang, Wei, Zhao-bo Du, Li Yan, and Zhi-xun Xia. "Supersonic mixing in airbreathing
propulsion systems for hypersonic flights." Progress in Aerospace Sciences (2019).
7. Huang, Wei, Zhao-bo Du, Li Yan, and R. Moradi. "Flame propagation and stabilization in dualmode scramjet combustors: a survey." Progress in Aerospace Sciences 101 (2018): 13-30.

15

8. Huang, Wei, and Li Yan. "Numerical investigation on the ram–scram transition mechanism in a
strut-based dual-mode scramjet combustor." International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 41, no. 8
(2016): 4799-4807.
9. Fallah, Keivan, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Atena Ghaderi, and Javad Alinejad. "The influence
of micro air jets on mixing augmentation of fuel in cavity flameholder at supersonic flow."
Aerospace Science and Technology 76 (2018): 187-193.
10. Moradi, Rasoul, A. Mahyari, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, A. Abdollahi, and Younes Amini.
"Shape effect of cavity flameholder on mixing zone of hydrogen jet at supersonic flow."
International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 43, no. 33 (2018): 16364-16372.
11. Hassanvand, A., M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Keivan Fallah, and Rasoul Moradi. "Effect of dual
micro fuel jets on mixing performance of hydrogen in cavity flameholder at supersonic flow."
International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 43, no. 20 (2018): 9829-9837.
12. Edalatpour, Amirhossein, A. Hassanvand, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Rasoul Moradi, and Y.
Amini. "Injection of multi hydrogen jets within cavity flameholder at supersonic flow."
International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 44 no. 26, (2019) 13923-13931
13. Du, Sunwen, Abdullah AAA AI-Rashed, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Rasoul Moradi, Amin
Shahsavar, and Pouyan Talebizadehsardari. "Effect of fuel jet arrangement on the mixing rate
inside trapezoidal cavity flame holder at supersonic flow." International Journal of Hydrogen
Energy 44, no. 39 (2019): 22231-22239.
14. Gerdroodbary, M. Barzegar, R. Moradi, and Iskander Tlili. "The influence of upstream wavy
surface on the mixing zone of the transverse hydrogen jet at supersonic free stream." Aerospace
Science and Technology 94 (2019): 105407.
15. Li, Zhixiong, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, P. Valipour, Rasoul Moradi, and Houman Babazadeh.
"The optimization via response surface method for micro hydrogen gas actuator." International
Journal of Hydrogen Energy 44, no. 59 (2019): 31633-31643.

16. Manh, Tran Dinh, Nguyen Dang Nam, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Houman Babazadeh,
and R. Moradi. "Numerical simulation of mixing of hydrogen jet at supersonic cross flow
in presence of upstream wavy wall." International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 45, no. 1
(2020): 1096-1106.
17. Hariharan, Vishnu, Ratna Kishore Velamati, and C. Prathap. "Investigation on supersonic
combustion of hydrogen with variation of combustor inlet conditions." international
journal of hydrogen energy 41, no. 13 (2016): 5833-5841.
18. Z Li, TD Manh, MB Gerdroodbary, ND Nam, R Moradi, H Babazadeh, The influence of
the wedge shock generator on the vortex structure within the trapezoidal cavity at
supersonic flow, Aerospace Science and Technology, 105695
19. Wei Huang, Transverse jet in supersonic cross flows. Aerospace Science and
Technology. 50, 2016, 183–195.
20. Zhixiong Li, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary , P. Valipour, Rasoul Moradi, H. Babbazadeh,
The optimization via response surface method for micro hydrogen gas actuator,
International Journal of Hydrogen Energy, Volume 44, Issue 59, 29 November 2019,
Pages 31633-31643
21. Dongmin Yu, Haoming Zhu, Wenqi Han, Daniel Holburn, Dynamic multi agent-based
management and load frequency control of PV/Fuel cell/ wind turbine/ CHP in
autonomous microgrid system, Energy, Volume 173, 15 April 2019, Pages 554-568.

16

22. Z Li, TD Manh, MB Gerdroodbary, ND Nam, R Moradi, H Babazadeh, The effect of
sinusoidal wall on hydrogen jet mixing rate considering supersonic flow, Energy,
116801(2020)
23. MB Gerdroodbary, R Moradi, H Babazadeh, The influence of the sinusoidal shock
generator on the mixing rate of multi hydrogen jets at supersonic flow, Aerospace
Science and Technology, 2020, 105579
24. Zhixiong Li; Tran Dinh Manh; M Barzegar Gerdroodbary;Nguyen Dang Nam; R Moradi;
Houman Babazadeh, Computational investigation of multi-cavity fuel injection on
hydrogen mixing at supersonic combustion chamber, International Journal of Hydrogen
Energy (2020)
25. Pish, F., Tran Dinh Manh, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Nguyen Dang Nam, Rasoul
Moradi, and Houman Babazadeh. "Computational study of the cavity flow over sharp
nose cone in supersonic flow." International Journal of Modern Physics C (2020):
2050079.
26. A. Anazadehsayed, MB Gerdroodbary, Y Amini, R Moradi, Mixing augmentation of
transverse hydrogen jet by injection of micro air jets in supersonic crossflow, Acta
Astronautica 137, 2017, 403-414
27. M.R. Gruber, R.A. Baurle, T. Mathur, K.-Y. Hsu, Fundamental studies of cavity based
flameholder concepts for supersonic combustors, J. Propuls. Power 17 (1) (2001) 146–
153.
28. Pudsey, Adrian S., and Russell R. Boyce. "Numerical investigation of transverse jets
through multiport injector arrays in a supersonic crossflow." Journal of Propulsion and
Power 26, no. 6 (2010): 1225-1236.
29. Pudsey, Adrian S., Vincent Wheatley, and Russell R. Boyce. "Behavior of multiple-jet
interactions in a hypersonic boundary layer." Journal of Propulsion and Power 31, no. 1
(2014): 144-155.
30. Zhang, Rui-rui, Wei Huang, Lang-quan Li, Li Yan, and R. Moradi. "Drag and heat flux
reduction induced by the pulsed counterflowing jet with different periods on a blunt body
in supersonic flows." International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer 127 (2018): 503512.
31. Ye, Kun, Zhengyin Ye, Jie Wu, and Zhan Qu. "Effects of plate vibration on the mixing
and combustion of transverse hydrogen injection for scramjet." International Journal of
Hydrogen Energy 42, no. 33 (2017): 21343-21359.
32. Qian, Chen, Wang Bing, Zhang Huiqiang, Zhang Yunlong, and Gao Wei. "Numerical
investigation of H2/air combustion instability driven by large scale vortex in supersonic
mixing layers." international journal of hydrogen energy 41, no. 4 (2016): 3171-3184.
33. Moradi, Rasoul, A. Mahyari, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, A. Abdollahi, and Younes
Amini. "Shape effect of cavity flameholder on mixing zone of hydrogen jet at supersonic
flow." International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 43, no. 33 (2018): 16364-16372.
34. Edalatpour, Amirhossein, A. Hassanvand, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Rasoul Moradi, and
Y. Amini. "Injection of multi hydrogen jets within cavity flameholder at supersonic
flow." International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 44 no. 26, (2019) 13923-13931

17

35. Pish, F., Rasoul Moradi, Amirhossein Edalatpour, and M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary. "The
effect of coolant injection from the tip of spike on aerodynamic heating of nose cone at
supersonic flow." Acta Astronautica 154 (2019): 52-60.
36. Amini, Younes, and Mohsen Nasr Esfahany. "CFD simulation of the structured packings:
A review." Separation Science and Technology 54, no. 15 (2019): 2536-2554.
37. Moradi, R., M. Mosavat, M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, A. Abdollahi, and Younes Amini.
"The influence of coolant jet direction on heat reduction on the nose cone with Aerodome
at supersonic flow." Acta astronautica 151 (2018): 487-493.
38. Hassanvand, A., M. Barzegar Gerdroodbary, Keivan Fallah, and Rasoul Moradi. "Effect
of dual micro fuel jets on mixing performance of hydrogen in cavity flameholder at
supersonic flow." International Journal of Hydrogen Energy 43, no. 20 (2018): 98299837.
39. Mirzaei, Masoud, and Amin Poozesh. "Simulation of fluid flow in a body-fitted grid system using
the lattice Boltzmann method." Physical Review E 87, no. 6 (2013): 063312.

40. Y. Qin, M. Zhang, J.E. Hiller, Theoretical and experimental studies on the daily
accumulative heat gain from cool roofs, Energy, 129 (2017) 138-147
41. Poozesh, Amin, and Masoud Mirzaei. "Flow Simulation Around Cambered Airfoil by Using
Conformal Mapping and Intermediate Domain in Lattice Boltzmann Method." Journal of
Statistical Physics 166, no. 2 (2017): 354-367.

42. Sun, Ming-Bo, Zhen-Guo Wang, Jian-Han Liang, and Hui Geng. "Flame characteristics
in supersonic combustor with hydrogen injection upstream of cavity flameholder."
Journal of Propulsion and Power 24, no. 4 (2008): 688-696.
43. Y. Qin, Y. He, B. Wu, S. Ma, X. Zhang, Regulating top albedo and bottom emissivity of
concrete roof tiles for reducing building heat gains, Energy and Buildings
156(Supplement C) (2017) 218-224
44. Sun, Ming Bo, Cheng Gong, Shun Ping Zhang, Jian Han Liang, Wei Dong Liu, and Zhen
Guo Wang. "Spark ignition process in a scramjet combustor fueled by hydrogen and
equipped with multi-cavities at Mach 4 flight condition." Experimental Thermal and
Fluid Science 43 (2012): 90-96.
45. Wang, Hongbo, Zhenguo Wang, Mingbo Sun, and Ning Qin. "Large eddy simulation of a
hydrogen-fueled scramjet combustor with dual cavity." Acta Astronautica 108 (2015):
119-128.
46. Qin, Y., Zhao, Y., Chen, X., Wang, L., Li, F., Bao, T., Moist curing increases the solar
reflectance of concrete. Construction and Building Materials 215(2019) 114-118.
47. Sun, Ming-bo, Zhan Zhong, Jian-han Liang, and Hong-bo Wang. "Experimental
investigation on combustion performance of cavity-strut injection of supercritical
kerosene in supersonic model combustor." Acta Astronautica 127 (2016): 112-119.
48. P. Wang, J.B. Li, F.W. Bai, D.Y. Liu, C.Xu, L. Zhao, Z.F. Wang, Experimental and
theoretical evaluation on the thermal performance of a windowed volumetric solar
receiver, Energy, Volume 119, 15 January 2017, Pages 652-661
49. Qin, Y., He, H., Ou, X., Bao, T., 2019. Experimental study on darkening water-rich mud
tailings foraccelerating desiccation. Journal of Cleaner Production, 118235.
DOI:10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118235
18

50. GangWang, Fasi Wang, Fan Shen, Tieliu Jiang, Zeshao Chen, Peng Hu, Experimental
and optical performances of a solar CPV device using a linear Fresnel reflector
concentrator, Renewable Energy, Volume 146, February 2020, Pages 2351-2361
51. Y. Qin, H. He, A new simplified method for measuring the albedo of limited extent
targets, Solar Energy 157(Supplement C) (2017) 1047-1055
52. Freeborn, Andrew B., Paul I. King, and Mark R. Gruber. "Swept-leading-edge pylon
effects on a scramjet pylon-cavity flameholder flowfield." Journal of Propulsion and
Power 25, no. 3 (2009): 571-582.
53. Lee, S., “Characteristics of Dual Transverse Injection in Scramjet Combustor, Part 1: Mixing,”
Journal of Propulsion and Power, Vol. 22, No. 5, 2006, pp. 1012–1019

19

